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Dear Chainnan Martin:

April 10, 2006
®

Sincerely,

~~3~
Thomas J. Blair
President

For these reasons, the FCC should promptly clarify that autodialer calls to wireless numbers solely to
recover payment obligations are not covered by the TCPA regulations. Thank you for your time.
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I am the president of Interstate Credit Collections, a small third-party debt collection agency located in
Winston-Salem, NC- I am writing regarding the 1991 Telephone Consumer Protection Act (TCPA)
which was designed to protect consumers from invasive calls from telemarketers, I do not perfonn
telemarketing services. One of the provisions of the TCPA prohibits the use of an autodialer to
communicate with a consumer by way oftheir cell phone. The FCC has consistently ruled that this
autodialer prohibition did not apply to calls made if the sale purpose ofthe call was to recover
payments for goods and services already purchased. But in July 2003, the Commission took a
dramatic shift in its position about the applicability of the autodialer prohibition to the credit and
collection industry and inadvertently brought calls my company makes, for the sole purpose of
recovering past due payment obligations from consumers, within the scope of the regulation. This has
created a significant problem since consumers are increasingly using cell phones instead of traditional
landlines.

If the FCC's 2003 definition of autodialer is allowed to stand, creditors and their debt collection agents
face the devastating loss of an essential technological tool. Autodialer technology is directly or
indirectly responsible for returning tens of billions of dollars each year to the U.S. economy. Even
debts owed the federal government are impacted.

Subject: CG Docket No. 02-278

There was never any intention on the part of Congress to prohibit creditors and their collection
agencies from being able to contact consumers on their wireless phones about a past due payment
obligation for goods and services already purchased and received.
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Chainnan Kevin J. Martin
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, D.C. 20554
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World Credit Investors, LLC

April 11, 2006

Chairman Kevin J. Martin
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, D.C. 20554

RE: CG Docket No. 02-278

My name is Jim Powell and I am the President of World Credit Investors located in
Illinois. I do not perform telemarketing services. Rather I am an investment manager.
The purpose of this correspondence is twofold. First, I wish to make you aware my
business has been substantially harmed as a result of the Federal Communications
Commission's (FCC) 2003 regulatory decision to expand the definition of autodialer
beyond its statutory definition. Second, I urge you as the chair of the FCC to ask the
commission to grant ACA International's (ACA) request for regulatory clarification in
favor of the industry as well as all consumers who lawfully pay for goods and services
they have purchased.

As you know, the Telephone Consumer Protection Act (TCPA) was passed in 1991. This
law was designed to protect consumers from invasive calls from telemarketers. One of
the provisions of the TCPA prohibits the use of an autodialer to communicate with a
consumer by way of their cell phone. l Between 1991 and 2003, the FCC consistently
ruled that this autodialer prohibition did not apply to calls made using an autodialer if the
sale purpose ofthe calls was to recover payments for goods and services already
purchased.

But in July 2003, the FCC took a dramatic shift in its position about the applicability of
the autodialer prohibition to the credit and collection industry when it expanded the
statutory definition of autodialer to include predictive dialers. By expanding the
definition of autodialer and failing to restate the commission's prior rulings that calls
made by creditors and debt collectors to consumers' about their past due payment
obligations by way of their cell phones were not subject to the autodialer prohibition, the
FCC inadvertently brought calls my company makes for the sole purpose of recovering
past due payment obligations from consumers within the scope of the regulation. This
shift in policy has caused my business substantial harm which we estimate could be as
much as $100,000 or more per year.

I am aware ACA has filed a Petition for an Expedited Ruling regarding this issue in
proceeding CG Docket No. 02-278 with the commission. I fully support ACA's petition
and the relief requested, including ACA's statement of the harm to business and the
federal and state governments as a result of the FCC's rule. I believe that the FCC should

J The TePA defines an autodialer as, "equipment which has the capacity to store or produce telephone numbers to be called, using a
random or sequential number generator; and to dial such numbers,"
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not uphold an unsupportable and damaging regulatory interpretation that will encourage
the evasion and non-payment of debts by prohibiting the use of autodialers to telephone
consumers by way of their cell phones. To do so is contrary to the intent of Congress and
all prior rulings of the FCC between 1991 and 2003 concerning this issue.

In the specific context of recovering payments, I use predictive dialers to complete
transactions for which consumers have obtained a benefit, without payment. They are
not used - nor do they have the capacity to be used - to randomly solicit customers to
make purchases or advertise goods. In fact, autodialer technology is the most accurate
way for me to call consumers about their past due payment obligations. Autodialers
increase the accuracy of dialed numbers and also restrict calls to the permitted calling
times in the time zone of the consumer.

If the FCC's 2003 regulatory definition of autodialer is allowed to stand, creditors and
their debt collection agents face the devastating loss of an essential technological tool,
namely the autodialer. It cannot be overstated that autodialer technology is directly or
indirectly responsible for returning tens ofbillions of dollars each year to the U.S.
economy. Banning their use in this limited context would not only be inconsistent with
Congress' intent, but it would be an unconscionable interference with creditors' ability to
request payment from its own customers. Additionally, one of the largest creditors in the
United States is the federal government. If the FCC does not clarify that the autodialer
prohibition does not apply to those making calls to collect past due payment obligations,
the federal government will be forced to discontinue its use of autodialers to recover past
due payment obligations from tax payers. Such a result would be devastating to the
federal government, including the FCC, Department of the Treasury, Department of
Education and the Internal Revenue Service and cause all citizens who lawfully pay their
federal taxes and other payments owed to the federal government to suffer substantial
harm.

The TCPA was enacted to protect consumers from unsolicited advertisements and
telemarketing calls. The TCPA's prohibition against the use of autodialers to contact
consumers by way of their cell phones was specifically intended to protect consumers
from incurring charges as a result of unwarranted telemarketing calls being made to their
wireless phones about products or services to be purchased in the future. There was
never any intention on the part of Congress to prohibit creditors and their retained
collection agencies from being able to contact consumers on their wireless phones about
a past due payment obligation for goods and services already purchased and received.

Moreover, wireless phone usage has grown exponentially since 1991 when the TCPA
was enacted. Today, more than one out of every five Americans under the age of35 does
not have a landline phone and instead uses a wireless phone as their exclusive means of
telephonic communication. If allowed to stand, the long-term consequences ofthe FCC's
decision are foreboding at best.

As it stands today, my business, along with thousands of others, face serious financial
hardship due to the FCC's regulatory reversal. The FCC's rule needlessly subjects us to
federal enforcement and private litigation, even though Congress never intended such an
outcome.



------------

For these reasons, the FCC should promptly claritY that autodialer calls to wireless
numbers solely to recover payment obligations are not covered by the TCPA regulations
for the reasons expressed by ACA.

Sincerely,

/=~
President
World Credit Investor, LLC

cc: ACA International
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Barrington, IL 60010-3935
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C.R.B.
California Recovery Bureau, Inc.

135 Vallecitos de Oro, Suite D; San Marcos, CA 92069
Phone (760) 891-0777 Fax (760) 891-0714

Monday, April 10, 2006
Chaitlnan Kevin J. Martin
Federal C8mmuniallions Commission
445 12th Str(;~t SW

,. " . '. '( "
vVashihgton,D.C:Z0554

RE: CG Docket No. 02-278

My name is Roger Burgos, and I anl the Director of Operations of California Recovery
Bureau, Inc. located in San Marcos California. I do not perform telemarketing services.
Rather I am a Collection Agency servicing primarily the Medical and auto deficiency
industries. The purpose of this correspondence is twofold. First, I wish to make you
aware my business has been substantially harmed as a result of the Federal
Communications Commission's (FCC) Z003 regulatory decision to expand the definition
of autodialer beyond its statutory definition. Second, I urge you as the chair of the FCC to
ask the commission to grant ACA International's (ACA) request for regulatory
clarification in favor of the industry as well as all consumers who lawfully pay for goods
and services they have purchased.
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As. you know, the Telephone Consumer Protection Act (TePA) was passed in 1991. This
law was designed to protect consumers from invasive calls from telemarketers. One of
the proyi~\ll1s,9f theT.Cl?,AprQ.hibits the:.use· of an autodiltlerto .rommunicate with a
conswner.by waypftheir ceH:pb9IJ.il.I,BetWtllln.1991-~~2.003,the-H:C consistently
ruled that this autodialer prohibition did I10tapply to calls made itIsing anllutodialer ifthe
sole purpose ofthe calls was to recover payments for goods and services already.' .
purchased.

But in July Z003, the FCC took a dramatic shift in its position about the applicability of
the autodialer prohibition to the credit and collection industry when it expanded the
statutory definition of autodialer to include predictive dialers. By expanding the
definition of autodialer and failing to restate the commission's prior rulings that calls
made by creditors and debt collectors to consumers' about their past due payment
obligations by ,way of their erH pl:ones w~r~not subject ~o the autodialer prohibition, the
FCC inadvertently broughtClllls my company makes for the ~ole purpose of recovering

I The TePA defines an autodialer ~. "equipment which has the capacity to store or produce telephone numbers to:be c,alled~ using;a
random or sequential ntimber generator; and to dial such numbers."
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past due payment obligations from consumers within the scope of the regulation. This
shift in policy has caused my business substantial harm. Not only the costs associated
with person to person communications is higher than using an autodialer, but this
prohibition forces the industry to incur additional costs to research and pre-determine
whether the phone numbers provided by the consumer for voice communications are in
fact cellular telephone numbers.

I am aware ACA has filed a Petition for an Expedited Ruling regarding this issue in
proceeding CG Docket No. 02-278 with the commission. I fully support ACA's petition
and the relief requested, including ACA's statement of the harm to business and the
federal and state governments as a result ofthe FCC's rule. I believe that the FCC should
not uphold an unsupportable and damaging regulatory interpretation that will encourage
the evasion and non-payment of debts by prohibiting the use of autodialers to telephone
consumers by way of their cell phones. To do so is contrary to the intent of Congress and
all prior rulings of the FCC between 1991 and 2003 concerning this issue.

In the specific context of recovering payments, I use predictive dialers to complete
transactions for which consumers have obtained a benefit, without payment. They are
not used - nor do they have the capacity to be used - to randomly solicit customers to
make purchases or advertise goods. In fact, autodialer technology is the most accurate
way for me to call consumers about their past due payment obligations. Autodialers
increase the accuracy of dialed numbers and also restrict calls to the permitted calling
times in the time zone of the consumer.

If the FCC's 2003 regulatory definition of autodialer is allowed to stand, creditors and
their debt collection agents face the devastating loss of an essential technologica! tool,
namely the autodialer. It cannot be overstated that autodialer technology is directly or
indirectly responsible for returning tens of billions of dollars each year to the U.S.
economy. Banning their use in this limited context would not only be inconsistent with
Congress' intent, but it would be an unconscionable interference with creditors' ability to
request payment from its cwn f;u~t:>mer~. Additionally, one of the largest creditors in the
United States is the federal government. If the FCC does not clarify that the autodialer
prohibition does not apply to those making calls to collect past due payment obligations,
the federal government will be forced to discontinue its use of autodialers to recover pas:
due payment obligations from tax payers. Such a result would be devastating to the
federal government, including the FCC, Department of the Treasury, Department of
Education and the Internal Revenue Service and cause all citizens who lawfully pay their
federal taxes and other payments owed to the federal government to suffer substantial
harm.

The TCPA was enacted to protect consumers from unsolicited advertisements and
telemarketing calls. The TCPA's prohibition against the use of autodialers to contact
consumers by way oftheir cell phones was specifically intended to protect consumers
from incurring charges as a result of unwarranted telemarketing calls being made to their



wireless phones about products or services to be purchased in the future. There was
never any intention on the part of Congress to prohibit creditors and their retained
collection agencies from being able to contact consumers on their wireless phones about
a past due payment obligation for goods and services already purchased and received

Moreover, wireless phone usage has grown exponentially since 1991 when the TCPA
was enacted. Today, more than one out of every five Americans under the age of35 does
not have a landline phone and instead uses a wireless phone as their exclusive means of
telephonic communication. If allowed to stand, the long-term consequences of the FCC's
decision are foreboding at best.

As it stands today, my business, along with thousands of others, face serious financial
hardship due to the FCC's regulatory reversal. The FCC's rule needless!y subjects us to
federal enforcement and private litigation, even though Congress never intended such an
outcome.

For these reasons, the FCC should promptly clarify that autodialer calls to wireless
numbers solely to recover payment obligations are not covered by the TCPA regulations
for the reasons expressed by ACA.

·ncerely, "--'---

I

Roger Burgos
Director of Operations
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April II, 2006

Chainnan Kevin J. Martin
Federal Communications Commission
445 l2'h Street, SW
Washington, D.C. 20554

RE: CG Docket No. 02-278

22-C North Milpas Street
Santa Barbara, CA 93103

(805) 899-4431 Fax (805) 899-4444

My name is Edward TA"Il~)11, and I am the President of Continental Credit Control
located in Santa Barbara, California. I do not perfonn telemarketing services. Rather I
am a debt collector. The purpose of this correspondence is twofold. First, I wish to make
you aware my business has been substantially harmed as a result ofthe Federal
Communications Commission's (FCC) 2003 regulatory decision to expand the definition
of autodialer beyond its statutory definition. Second, I urge you as the chair of the FCC to
ask the commission to grant ACA International's (ACA) request for regulatory
clarification in favor of the industry as well as all consumers who lawfully pay for goods
and services they have purchased.

As you know, the Telephone Consumer Protection Act (TCPA) was passed in 1991. This
law was designed to protect consumers from invasive calls from telemarketers. One of
the provisions of the TCPA prohibits the use of an autodialer to communicate with a
consumer by way of their cell phone. l Between 1991 and 2003, the FCC consistently
ruled that this autodialer prohibition did not apply to calls made using an autodialer ifthe
sole purpose ofthe calls was to recover payments for goods and services already
purchased.

But in July 2003, the FCC took a dramatic shift in its position about the applicability of
the autodialer prohibition to the credit and collection industry when it expanded the
statutory definition of autodialer to include predictive dialers. By expanding the
definition of autodialer and failing to restate the commission's prior rulings that calls
made by creditors and debt collectors to consumers' about their past due payment
obligations by way of their cell phones were not subject to the autodialer prohibition, the
FCC inadvertently brought calls my company makes for the sole purpose of recovering
past due payment obligations from consumers within the scope of the regulation. This
shift in policy has caused my business substantial hann.

I am aware ACA has filed a Petition for an Expedited Ruling regarding this issue in
proceeding CO Docket No. 02-278 with the commission. I fully support ACA's petition
and the relief requested, including ACA's statement of the harm to business and the
federal and state governments as a result of the FCC's rule. I believe that the FCC should
not uphold an unsupportable and damaging regulatory interpretation that will encourage

I The TePA defines an autodialer as, "equipment which has the capacity to store or produce telephone numbers to be called, using a
random or sequential number generator, and to dial such numbers."

THE COLLECTION AGENCY THAT "WORKS"
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the (wasion and non-payment of debts by prohibiting the use of autodialers to telephone
consumers by way of their cell phones. To do so is contrary to the intent of Congress and
all prior rulings of the FCC between 1991 and 2003 concerning this issue.

In the specific context of recovering payments, I use predictive dialers to complete
transactions for which consumers have obtained a benefit, without payment. They are
not used - nor do they have the capacity to be used - to randomly solicit customers to
make purchases or advertise goods. In fact, autodialer technology is the most accurate
way for me to call consumers about their past due payment obligations. Autodialers
increase the accuracy of dialed numbers and also restrict calls to the permitted calling
times in the time zone of the consumer.

If the FCC's 2003 regulatory definition of autodialer is allowed to stand, creditors and
their debt collection agents face the devastating loss of an essential technological tool,
namely the autodialer. It cannot be overstated that autodialer technology is directly or
indirectly responsible for returning tens of billions of dollars each year to the U.S.
economy. Banning their use in this limited context would not only be inconsistent with
Congress' intent, but it would be an unconscionable interference with creditors' ability to
request payment from its own customers. Additionally, one of the largest creditors in the
United States is the federal government. If the FCC does not clarify that the autodialer
prohibition does not apply to those making calls to collect past due payment obligations,
the federal government will be forced to discontinue its use of autodialers to recover past
due payment obligations from tax payers. Such a result would be devastating to the
federal government, including the FCC, Department of the Treasury, Department of
Education and the Internal Revenue Service and cause all citizens who lawfully pay their
federal taxes and other payments owed to the federal government to suffer substantial
harm.

The TCPA was enacted to protect consumers from unsolicited advertisements and
telemarketing calls. The TCPA's prohibition against the use of autodialers to contact
consumers by way of their cell phones was specifically intended to protect consumers
from incurring charges as a result of unwarranted telemarketing calls being made to their
wireless phones about products or services to be purchased in the fUture. There was
never any intention on the part of Congress to prohibit creditors and their retained
collection agencies from being able to contact consumers on their wireless phones about
a past due payment obligation for goods and services already purchased and received.

Moreover, wireless phone usage has grown exponentially since 1991 when the TCPA
was enacted. Today, more than one out of every five Americans under the age of 35 does
not have a landline phone and instead uses a wireless phone as their exclusive means of
telephonic communication. If allowed to stand, the long-term consequences of the FCC's
decision are foreboding at best.

As it stands today, my business, along with thousands of others, face serious financial
hardship due to the FCC's regulatory reversal. Thc FCC's rule needlessly subjects us to
federal enforcement and private litigation, even though Congress never intended such an
outcome.



For trJese reasons, the FCC should promptly clarify that autodialer calls to wireless
numbers solely to recover payment obligations are not covered by the TCPA regulations
for the reasons expressed by ACA.

Edward Thompson
President
Continental Credit Control

cc: ACA International
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4640 West 77th Street

Suite 300

Edina, MN 55435

P 612-831-4800

F 612-831-6700

04111/06

Chairman Kevin J. Martin
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, D.C. 20554

RE: CG Docket No. 02-278

My name is Bradley J. Bowers, and I am the Customer Support Director
ofFinancial Recovery Services, Inc. located in Minnesota. I do not
perform telemarketing services. Rather I am a debt collector. The purpose
of this correspondence is twofold. First, I wish to make you aware my
business has been substantially harmed as a result of the Federal
Communications Commission's (FCC) 2003 regulatory decision to
expand the definition of autodialer beyond its statutory definition Second,
I urge you as the chair of the FCC to ask the commission to grant ACA
International's (ACA) request for regulatory clarification in favor ofthe
industry as well as all consumers who lawfully pay for goods and services
they have purchased.

As you know, the Telephone Consuml'lr Prote(;tion Act (TCPA) was
passed in 1991. This law was designed to protect consumers from
invasive calls from telemarketers. One of the provisions of the TCPA
prohibits the use of an autodialer to communicate with a consumer by way
of their cell phone. I Between 1991 and 2003, the FCC consistently mled
that this autodialer prohibition did not apply to calls made using an
autodialer if the sole purpose ofthe calls was to recover payments for
goods and services already purchased.

But in July 2003, the FCC took a dramatic shift in its position about the
applicability of the autodialer prohibition to the credit and collection
industry when it expanded the statutory definition of autodialer to include
predictive dialers. By expanding the definition of autodialer and failing to
restate the commission's prior mlings that calls made by creditors and
debt collectors to consume,s' abOut tbeir past due payment obligations by
way of their cell phones were Gol subject to the autodialer pr;:Jhibition, the
FCC inadvertently brought calls my company makes for the ,ole purpose
of recovering past due payment obligations frGm consumers within the
scope of\he regulation. This shift in policy has caused my business
substantial harm.

I am aware ACA has tiled a Petition for an Expedited Ruling regarding
this issue in proceeding CG Docket No. 02-278 with the commission. I
fully support ACA's petition and the relief requested, including ACA's

The TePA defines an autodialer as, "equipment which has the capacity to store or produce telephone numbers
to be called, using a random or sequential number generator; and to dial such numbers."
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statement of the harm to business and the federal and state governments as
a result of the FCC's rule. I believe that the FCC should not uphold an
unsupportable and damaging regulatory interpretation that will encourage
the evasion and non-payment of debts by prohibiting the use of autodialers
to telephone consumers by way of their cell phones. To do so is contrary
to the intent of Congress and all prior rulings of the FCC between 1991
and 2003 concerning this issue.

In the specific context of recovering payments, I use predictive dialers to
complete transactions for which consumers have obtained a benefit,
without payment. They are not used - nor do they have the capacity to be
used - to randomly solicit customers to make purchases or advertise
goods. In fact, autodialer technology is the most accurate way for me to
call consumers about their past due payment obligations. Autodialers
increase the accuracy of dialed numbers and also restrict calls to the
permitted calling times in the time zone of the consumer.

If the FCC's 2003 regulatory definition of autodialer is allowed to stand,
creditors and their debt collection agents face the devastating loss of an
essential technological tool, namely the autodialer. It cannot be overstated
that autodialer technology is directly or indirectly responsible for returning
tens of billions of dollars each year to the u.s. economy. Banning their
use in this limited context would not only be inconsistent with Congress'
intent, but it would be an unconscionable interference with creditors'
ability to request payment from its own custon,ers. Additionally, one of
the largest creditors in the United States is the federal government. If the
FCC does not clarify that the autodialer prohibition does not apply to those
making calls to collect past due payment obligations, the federal
government will be forced to discontinue its use of autodialers to recover
past due payment obligations from tax payers. Such a result would be
devastating to the federal government, including the FCC, Department of
the Treasury, Department ofEducation and the Internal Revenue Service
and cause all citizens who lawfully pay their federal taxes and other
payments owed to the federal government to suffer substantial harm.

The TCPA was enacted to protect consumers from unsolicited
advertisements and telemarketing calls. The TCPA's prohibition against
the use of autodialers to contact consumers by way of their cell phones
was specifically intended to protect consumers from incurring charges as a
result ofunwarranted telemarketing calls being made to their wireless
phones about products or services to be purchased in the future. There
was never any intention on the part of Congress to prohibit creditors and
their retained collection agencies from being able to contact consumers on
their wireless phones about a past due payment obligationfor goods and
services already purchased and received.

Moreover, wireless phone usage has grown exponentially since 1991 when
the TCPA was enacted. Today, more than one out of every five
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Americans under the age of35 does not have a landline phone and instead
uses a wireless phone as their exclusive means of telephonic
communication. If allowed to stand, the long-term consequences of the
FCC's decision are foreboding at best.

As it stands today, my business, along with thousands of others, face
serious financial hardship due to the FCC's regulatory reversal. The
FCC's rule needlessly subjects us to federal enforcement and private
litigation, even though Congress never intended such an outcome.

For these reasons, the FCC should promptly clarify that autodialer calls to
wireless numbers solely to recover payment obligations are not covered by
the TCPA regulations for the reasons expressed by ACA.

Sincerely,

/)/ff
"i/ //'/L--

Bradle~wers
Customer Support Director
Financial Recovery Services, Inc.

cc: ACA International
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Allied Business Accounts, Inc.

Health Care Billing Services, Inc.
.~oo 112 S(luth Slr~ct. p.o. Btl\. 1600

Clinton. ICl\va 52713-1600
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Toll Free gOO-)_~J-()2Ih

April 10th
, 2006

Chairman Kevin J. Martin
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, D.c. 20554

RE: CG Docket No. 02-278

My name is William Carlson and I am the Director of Marketing of Allied Business
Accounts, Inc. located in Clinton, Iowa. I do not perform telemarketing services. Rather I
am a debt collector. The purpose of this correspondence is twofold. First, I wish to make
you aware my business has been substantially harmed as a result of the Federal
Communications Commission's (FCC) 2003 regulatory decision to expand the detlnition
of autodialer beyond its statutory definition. Second, I urge you as the chair of the FCC to
ask the commission to grant ACA International's (ACA) request for regulatory
claritlcation in favor of the industry as well as all consumers who lawfully pay for goods
and services they have purchased.

As you know, the Telephone Consumer Protection Act (TCPA) was passed in 1991. This
law was designed to protect consumers from invasive calls from telemarketers. One of
the provisions of the TCPA prohibits the use of an autodialer to communicate with a
consumer by way oftheir cell phone.' Between 1991 and 2003, the FCC consistently
ruled that this autodialer prohibition did not apply to calls made using an autodialer l(the
sole purpose ojthe calls was to recover payments jor goods and services already
purchased.

But in July 2003, the FCC took a dramatic shift in its position about the applicability of
the autodialer prohibition to the credit and collection industry when it expanded the
statutory detlnition of autodialer to include predictive dialers. By expanding the
definition ofautodialer and failing to restate the commission's prior rulings that calls
made by creditors and debt collectors to consumers' about their past due payment
obligations by way oftheir cell phones were not subject to the autodialer prohibition, the
FCC inadvertently brought calls my company makes for the sole purpose of recovering
past due payment obligations from consumers within the scope of the regulation. This
shift in policy has caused my business substantial harm. There would be a loss of client

I The TePA defines an autodialer as, "equipment which has the capacity to store or produce telephone numbers to be called, lIsing II

random or sequential number generator, and to dial such numbers"

Accounts Recdvahle Management Sen';ces
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services and assistance in the collection of delinquent accounts, we would have to look at
dismissing some staff: this would result in tens of thousands in lost wages and taxes for
both the state and the federal government

I am aware ACA has filed a Petition for an Expedited Ruling regarding this issue in
proceeding CG Docket No. 02-278 with the commission. I fully support ACA's petition
and the relief requested, including ACA's statement of the harm to business and the
federal and state governments as a result of the FCC's rule. I believe that the FCC should
not uphold an unsupportable and damaging regulatory interpretation that will encourage
the evasion and non-payment of debts by prohibiting the use of autodialers to telephone
consumers by way of their cell phones. To do so is contrary to the intent of Congress and
all prior rulings of the FCC between 1991 and 2003 concerning this issue.

In the specific context of recovering payments, I use predictive dialers to complete
transactions for which consumers have obtained a benefit, without payment They are
not used - nor do they have the capacity to be used - to randomly solicit customers to
make purchases or advertise goods. In fact, autodialer technology is the most accurate
way for me to call consumers about their past due payment obligations. Autodialers
increase the accuracy ofdialed numbers and also restrict calls to the permitted calling
times in the time zone of the consumer.

If the FCC's 2003 regulatory definition of autodialer is allowed to stand, creditors and
their debt collection agents face the devastating loss of an essential technological tool,
namely the autodialer. It cannot be overstated that autodialer technology is directly or
indirectly responsible for returning tens of billions of dollars each year to the U. S
economy. Banning their use in this limited context would not only be inconsistent with
Congress' intent, but it would be an unconscionable interference with creditors' ability to
request payment from its own customers. Additionally, one of the largest creditors in the
United States is the federal government. If the FCC does not clarify that the autodialer
prohibition does not apply to those making calls to collect past due payment obligations,
the federal government will be forced to discontinue its use of autodialers to recover past
due payment obligations from tax payers. Such a result would be devastating to the
federal government, including the FCC, Department of the Treasury, Department of
Education and the Internal Revenue Service and cause all citizens who lawfully pay their
federal taxes and other payments owed to the federal government to suffer substantial
harm.

The TCPA was enacted to protect consumers from unsolicited advertisements and
telemarketing calls. The TCPA's prohibition against the use of autodialers to contact
consumers by way of their cell phones was specifically intended to protect consumers
from incurring charges as a result of unwarranted telemarketing calls being made to their
wireless phones about products or services to be purchased in the future. There was
never any intention on the part of Congress to prohibit creditors and their retained
collection agencies from being able to contact consumers on their wireless phones about
a past due payment obligationfor goods and services already purchased and received.

Moreover, wireless phone usage has grown exponentially since 1991 when the TCPA
was enacted. Today, more than one out of every five Americans under the age of35 does



not have a landline phone and instead uses a wireless phone as their exclusive means of
telephonic communication. If allowed to stand, the long-term consequences of the FCC's
decision are foreboding at best.

As it stands today, my business, along with thousands ofothers, face serious financial
hardship due to the FCC's regulatory reversal. The FCC's rule needlessly subjects us to
federal enforcement and private litigation, even though Congress never intended such an
outcome.

For these reasons, the FCC should promptly clarify that autodialer calls to wireless
numbers solely to recover payment obligations are not covered by the TCPA regulations
for the reasons expressed by ACA

Sincerely

llf~~
Illiam Carlson

Director ofMarketing
Allied Business Accouns, Inc.

cc: ACA International
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Edina, MN 55435
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April 10, 2006

Chainnan Kevin J. Martin
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, D.C. 20554

RE: CG Docket No. 02-278

My name is Brian Bowers, and 1am the President of Fmancial
Recovery Services, Inc. located in Minnesota. 1do not perfonn
telemarketing s('rvices. Rather 1 aT. a Debt Collection business. The
p'lrpose of this correspond.en~e is twofold. First, 1w:sh te make you
aware my business has been substanti'llly ha!med as a result of the
Federal Commun;cations Commission's (FCC) 2003 regulatory
decision to expand the definitiel'. ofautodialer beyond its statutory
definition Second, 1urge yo~ 'lS the chair ofthe FCC to ask the
commission to grant ACA International's (ACA) request for
regulatory clarification in favor ;)f the industry as well as all
consumers who lawfully pay for goods and services they have
purchased.

As you know, the Telephone Consumer Protection Act (TCPA) was
passed in 1991. This law was designed to protect consumers from
invasive calls from telemarketers. One of the provisions of the TCPA
prohibits the use of an autodialer to communicate with a consumer by
way of their cell phone. I Between 1991 and 2003, the FCC
consistently ruled that this autodialer prohibition did not apply to calls
made using art autodialer ifthl? sol9 purpose ofthe calls was to recover
payments far goods r1'1d services. already purchased.

But in July 2003. the FCC took a dramatic shift in its position about
the applicability of the autodialer prQbibi~ion to the credit and
collection industrY when it exnanrled the statutory definition of'" ~ ~ '.'

autodialer te include predictive dialers. By expanding.the definition of
autodialer and fai1ingto re~t~te the cOlpmission'sprior.rulings that
calls made by creditors and debt collec~ors !pcollSumers' about their

;,

1 The .CPA deiine3 an autodialer as, "eqUipmer,t which ~£s th~ ·caPacity to sior~ -6,-; ~r~duce telephone
numbers to be called, using a random or sequential number generator; and to dial such numbers."



- ----------- ----------------------

past due payment obligations by way of their cell phones were not subject to the
autodialer prohibition, the FCC inadvertently brought calls my company makes for
the sole purpose of recovering past due payment obligations from consumers within
the scope of the regulation. This shift in policy has caused my business substantial
harm.

I am aware ACA has filed a Petition for an Expedited Ruling regarding this issue in
proceeding CO Docket No. 02-278 with the commission. I fully support ACA's
petition and the relief requested, including ACA's statement oftne harm to business
and the federal and state governments as a result of the FCC's rule_ I believe that the
FCC should not uphold an unsupportable and damaging regulatory interpretation that
will encourage the evasion and non-payment of debts by prohibiting the use of
autodialers to telephone consumers by way of their cell phones. To do so is contrary
to the intent of Congress and all prior rulings of the FCC between 1991 and 2003
concerning this issue.

In the specific context of recovering payments, I use predictive dialers to complete
transactions for which consumers have obtained a benefit, without payment. They are
not used - nor do they have the capacity to be used - to randomly solicit customers to
make purchases or advertise goods. In fact, autodialer technology is the most
accurate way for me to call consumers about their past due payment obligations_
Autodialers increase the accuracy of dialed numbers and also restrict calls to the
permitted calling times in the time zone of the consumer_

If the FCC's 2003 regulatory definition of autodialer is allowed to stand, creditors and
their debt collection agents face the devastating loss of an essential technological tool,
namely the autodialer. It cannot be overstated that autodialer technology is directly or
indirectly responsible for returning tens of billions of dollars each year to the U.S.
economy. Banning their use in this limited context would not only be inconsistent
with Congress' intent, but it would be an unconscionable interference with creditors'
ability to request payment from its own customers. Additionally, one of the largest
creditors in the United States is the federa: government. If the FCC does not clarify
that the autodialer prohibition does not apply to those making calls to collect past due
payment obligations, the federal government will be forced to discontinue its use of
autodialers to recover past due payment obligations from tax payers. Such a result
would be devastating to the federal government, including the FCC, Department of
the Treasury, Department of Education and the Internal Revenue Service and cause
all citizens who lawfully pay their federal taxes and other payments owed to the
federal government to suffer substantial harm.

The TCPA was enacted to protect consumers from unsolicited advertisements and
telemarketing calls. The TCPA's prohibition against the use of autodialers to contact
consumers by way oftheir cell phones was specifically intended to protect consumers
from incurring charges as a result of unwarranted telemarketing calls being made to
their wireless phones about products or services to be purchased in the future. There
was never any intention on the part of Congress to prohibit creditors and their
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retained collection agencies from being able to contact consumers on their wireiess
phones about a past due payment obligation for goods and services already
purchased and received

Moreover, wireless phone usage has grown exponentially since 1991 when the TCPA
was enacted. Today, more than one out of every five Americans under the age of35
does not have a landline phone and instead uses a wireless phone as their exclusive
means of telephonic communication. If allowed to stand, the long-term consequences
of the FCC's decision are foreboding at best.

As it stands today, my business, along with thousands of others, face serious financial
hardship due to the FCC's regulatory reversal. The FCC's rule neediesslY subjects us
to federal enforcement and private litigation, even though Congress never intended
such an outcome.

For these reasons, the FCC should promptly claritY that autodialer calls to wireless
numbers solely to recover payment obligations are not covered by the TCPA
regulations for the reasons expressed by ACA.

Sincerel¥,

1
J ,"'- C I--~

Brian C. Bowers
President
Financial Recovery Services, Inc.

cc: ACA International
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Debt'Recovery$olu'tions
ofOhio, Inc.

April 10, 2006

Chainnan Kevin 1. Martin
Federal Communications Commission
445 lih Street, SW
Washington, D.C. 20554

RE: CG Docket No. 02-278

My name is Kathy Shambre, and I am the President of Debt Recovery Solutions of Ohio
located in Ohio. I do not perfonn telemarketing services. Rather I am a debt collector.
The purpose of this correspondence is twofold. First, I wish to make you aware my
business has been substantially hanned as a result of the Federal Communications
Commission's (FCC) 2003 regulatory decision to expand the definition of autodialer
beyond its statutory definition. Second, I urge you as the chair of the FCC to ask the
commission to grant ACA International's (ACA) request for regulatory clarification in
favor of the industry as well as all consumers who lawfully pay for goods and services
they have purchased.

As you know, the Telephone Consumer Protection Act (TCPA) was passed in 1991. This
law was designed to protect consumers from invasive calls from telemarketers. One of
the provisions of the TCPA prohibits the use of an autodialer to communicate with a
consumer by way of their cell phone. I Between 1991 and 2003, the FCC consistently
ruled that this autodialer prohibition did not apply to calls made using an autodialer ifthe
sole purpose ofthe calls was to recover payments for gOOd5 and services already
purchased.

But in July 2003, the FCC took a dramatic shift in its position about the applicability of
the autodialer prohibition to the credit and collection industry when it expanded the
statutory definition of autodialer to include predictive dialers. By expanding the
definition of autodialer and failing to restate the commission's prior rulings that calls
made by creditors and debt collectors to consumers' about their past due payment
obligations by way of their cell phones were not subject to the autodialer prohibition, the
FCC inadvertently brought calls my company makes for the sole purpose of recovering
past due payment obligations from consumers within the scope of the regulation. This
shift in policy has caused my business substantial hann.

I am aware ACA has filed a Petition for an Expedited Ruling regarding this issue in
proceeding CG Docket No. 02-278 with the commission. I fully support ACA's petition
and the relief requested, including ACA's statement of the harm to business and the
federal and state governments as a result of the FCC's rule. I believe that the FCC should
not uphold an unsupportable and damaging regulatory interpretation that will encourage

1The TePA defines an autodialer as, "equipment which has the capacity to store or produce telephone numbers to be called, using a
random or sequential number generator; and to dial such numbers."

"
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the evasion and non-payment of debts by prohibiting the use of autodialers to telephone
consumers by way oftheir cell phones, To do so is contrary to the intent of Congress and
all prior rulings of the FCC between 1991 and 2003 concerning this issue,

In the specific context of recovering payments, I use predictive dialers to complete
transactions for which consumers have obtained a benefit, without payment They are
not used - nor do they have the capacity to be used - to randomly solicit customers to
make purchases or advertise goods, In fact, autodialer technology is the most accurate
way for me to call consumers about their past due payment obligations, Autodialers
increase the accuracy of dialed numbers and also restrict calls to the permitted calling
times in the time zone ofthe consumer.

If the FCC's 2003 regulatory definition of autodialer is allowed to stand, creditors and
their debt collection agents face the devastating loss of an essential technological tool,
namely the autodialer, It cannot be overstated that autodialer technology is directly or
indirectly responsible for returning tens of billions of dollars each year to the U,S,
economy, Banning their use in this limited context would not only be inconsistent with
Congress' intent, but it would be an unconscionable interference with creditors' ability to
request payment from its own customers, Additionally, one of the largest creditors in the
United States is the federal government If the FCC does not clarify that the autodialer
prohibition does not apply to those making calls to collect past due payment obligations,
the federal government will be forced to discontinue its use of autodialers to recover past
due payment obligations from tax payers, Such a result would be devastating to the
federal government, including the FCC, Department of the Treasury, Department of
Education and the Internal Revenue Service and cause all citizens who lawfully pay their
federal taxes and other payments owed to the federal government to suffer substantial
harm,

The TCPA was enacted to protect consumers from unsolicited advertisements and
telemarketing calls, The TCPA's prohibition against the use of autodialers to contact
consumers by way of their cell phones was specifically intended to protect consumers
from incurring charges as a result of unwarranted telemarketing calls being made to their
wireless phones about products or services to be purchased in the future. There was
never any intention on the part of Congress to prohibit creditors and their retained
collection agencies from being able to contact consumers on their wireless phones about
a past due payment obligation for goods and services already purchased and received

Moreover, wireless phone usage has grown exponentially since 1991 when the TCPA
was enacted, Today, more than one out of every five Americans under the age of35 does
not have a landline phone and instead uses a wireless phone as their exclusive means of
telephonic communication, If allowed to stand, the long-term consequences of the FCC's
decision are foreboding at best

As it stands today, my business, along with thousands of others, face serious financial
hardship due to the FCC's regulatory reversal. The FCC's rule needlessly subjects us to
federal enforcement and private litigation, even though Congress never intended such an
outcome,
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For these reasons, the FCC should promptly clarify that autodialer calls to wireless
numbers solely to recover payment obligations are not covered by the TCPA regulations
for the reasons expressed by ACA.

Sincerely,

\./ / k
--l~~' ...~

~.:_./ 'f-
Kathy Shambre
President
Debt Recovery Solutions of Ohio, Inc.

cc: ACA International
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April 11, 2006

Chairman Kevin 1. Martin
Federal Communications Commission
445 12'h, Street, SW
Washington, D.C. 20554

RE: CG Docket No. 02-278

My name is Greg McMorrow, and I am the Director of Operations for CBSJ Financial
Inc. located in California. We assist not-for-profit hospitals in collecting on their unpaid
accounts. You have askedfor comments on the referenced action, and I need you to
understand that this ruling will damage our business, and increase our Client's costs at a
time when healthcare costs are rising at an incredible pace.

The Federal Communications Commission's (FCC) 2003 regulatory decision to expand
the definition of autodialer beyond its statutory definition fails to recognize the important
advances in technology that have occurred that bring efficiencies to making telephone
calls. I urge you as the chair of the FCC to ask the commission to grant ACA
International's (ACA) request for regulatory clarification in favor of the industry as well
as all consumers who lawfully pay for goods and services they have purchased.

As you know, the Telephone Consumer Protection Act (TCPA) was passed in 1991. This
law was designed to protect consumers from invasive calls from telemarketers. One of
the provisions of the TCPA prohibits the use of an autodialer to communicate with a
consumer by way of their cell phone. I Between 199 I and 2003, the FCC consistently
ruled that this autodialer prohibition did not apply to calls made using an autodialer if the
sole purpose ofthe calls was to recover payments for goods and services already
purchased

But in July 200~> the FCC took a dramatic shift in its position about the applicability of
,,,t: autodIaler prohibition to the credit and collection industry when it expanded the
statutory definition of autodialer to include predictive dialers. By expanding the
definition of autodialer and failing to restate the commission's prior rulings that calls
made by creditors and debt collectors to consumers' about their past due payment
obligations by way of their cell phones were not subject to the autodialer prohibition, the
FCC inadvertently brought calls my company makes for the sole purpose of recovering
past due payment obligations from consumers within the scope of the regulation. There is
no legitimate reason for this change. We do not specifically attempt to call people on

I The TePA defines an autodialer as. "equipment which has the capacIty to store or producetdephlmc numbers to be called, using a
random or sequential number generator: aM to dial such numbers ..

~amorrow's Solutions - Today I
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their cell phones. Furthermore, if a patient does not want us to call them at any number,
all they need to do is tell us, and we will stop.

The world has changed, blurring the distinction between a cell phone and a landline. In
California. there are claJses o/the public that are literally moving away/rom even
getting a landline at their residence and instead are only using a cell phone. This ruling
will result in these patients not being informed ()/their unpaid bill.

lt is simply not cost effective to send letters or manually call on accounts below a certain
dollar amount. This decision will result in lower balances going uncollected, and you
need to understand that no bill goes unpaid- -it is only shined to someone else that pays.
We estimate that this change will result in over a million dollars of our client's
money going uncollected- -that is money that could be used to provide charity based
care!

I am aware ACA has filed a Petition for an Expedited Ruling regarding this issue in
proceeding CG Docket No. 02-278 with the commission. I fully support ACA's petition
and the relief requested, including ACA's statement of the harm to business and the
federal and state governments as a result of the FCC's rule. I believe that the FCC should
not uphold an unsupportable and damaging regulatory interpretation that will encourage
the evasion and non-payment of debts by prohibiting the use of autodialers to telephone
consumers by way of their cell phones. To do so is contrary to the intent of Congress and
all prior rulings of the FCC between 1991 and 2003 concerning this issue.

In the specific context of recovering payments, I use predictive dialers to complete
transactions for which consumers have obtained a benefit, without payment. They are
not used - nor do they have the capacity to be used - to randomly solicit customers to
make purchases or advertise goods. In fact, autodialer technology is the most accurate
'''0'' ~o- -- ': :"Ilconsumers about their past due payment obligations. Auto dialers
increase the accuracy of dialed numbers and also restrict calls to the permitted calling
times in the time zone of the consumer.

If the FCC's 2003 regulatory definition of autodialer is allowed to stand, creditors and
their debt collection agents face the devastating loss of an essential technological tool,
namely the autodialer. lt cannot be overstated that autodialer technology is directly or
indirectly responsible for returning tens of billions of dollars each year to the U.S.
economy. Banning their use in this limited context would not only be inconsistent with
Congress' intent, but it would be an unconscionable interference with creditors' ability to
request payment from its own customers. Additionally, one of the largest creditors in the
United States is the federal government. If the FCC does not clarity that the autodialer

Tomorrow's Solutions - Today!
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prohibition does not apply to those making calls to collect past due payment obligations,
the federal government will be forced to discontinue its use of autodialers to recover past
due payment obligations from tax payers. Such a result would be devastating to the
federal government, including the FCC, Department of the Treasury, Department of
Education and the Internal Revenue Service and cause all citizens who lawfully pay their
federal taxes and other payments owed to the federal government to suffer substantial
harm.

The TCPA was enacted to protect consumers from unsolicited advertisements and
telemarketing calls. The TCPA's prohibition a~ainst the use of autodialers to contact
consumers by way of their cell phones was specifically intended to protect consumers
from incurring charges as a result of unwarranted telemarketing calls being made to their
wireless phones about products or services to be purchased in the future. There was
never any intention on the part of Congress to prohibit creditors and their retained
collection agencies from being able to contact consumers on their wireless phones about
a past due payment obligation for goods and services already purchased and received.

Moreover, wireless phone usage has grown exponentially since 1991 when the TCPA
was enacted. Today, more than one out of every five Americans under the age of 35 does
not have a landline phone and instead uses a wireless phone as their exclusive means of
telephonic communication. If allowed to stand, the long-term consequences of the FCC's
decision are foreboding at best.

As it stands today, my business, along with thousands of others, face serious financial
hardship due to the FCC's regulatory reversal. The FCC's rule needlessly subjects us to
federal enforcement and private litigation, even though Congress never intended such an
outcome.

For these reasons, the FCC should promptly clarify that autodialer calls to wireless
numbers solely to recover payment obligations are not covered by the TCPA regulations
for the reasons expressed by ACA.

- -",~"."'I)~
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Greg Me orrow
Director of Operations
CBSJ Financial Inc.

cc: ACA International

Tomorrow's Solutions - Today!
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Chairman Kevin J. Martin
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, D.C. 20554

RE: CG Docket No. 02-278

My name is Darrin W Brown, and I am the Vice President of AIH Receivable
Management Services, located in Kansas. I do not perform telemarketing services. Rather
I am a Debt Collector. The purpose of this correspondence is twofold. First, I wish to
make you aware my business "- been substantially harmed as a result of the Federal
Communications Commission's (FCC) 2003 regulatory decision to expand the definition
of autodialer beyond its statutory definition. Second, I urge you as the chair of the FCC to
ask the commission to grant ACA International's (ACA) request for regulatory
clarification in favor of the industry as well as all consumers who lawfully pay for goods
and services they have purchased.

As you know, the Telephone Consumer Protection Act (TCPA) was passed in 1991. This
law was designed to protect consumers from invasive calls from telemarketers. One of
the provisions of the TCPA prohibits the use of an autodialer to communicate with a
consumer by way of their cell phone. l Between 1991 and 2003, the FCC consistently
ruled that this autodialer prohibition did not apply to calls made using an autodialer ifthe
sale purpose ofthe calls was to recover payments for goods and services already
purchased.

But in July 2003, the FCC took a dramatic shift in its position about the applicability of
the autodialer prohibition to the credit and collection industry when it expanded the
statutory definition of autodialer to include predictive dialers. By expanding the
definition of autodialer and failing to restate the commission's prior rulings that calls
made by creditors and debt collectors to consumers' about their past due payment
obligations by way of their cell phones were not subject to the autodialer prohibition, the
FCC inadvertently brought calls my company makes for the sole purpose of recovering
past due payment obligations from consumers within the scope of the regulation. This
shift in policy has caused my business substantial harm.

I am aware ACA has filed a Petition for an Expedited Ruling regarding this issue in
proceeding CO Docket No. 02-278 with the commission. I fully support ACA's petition
and the relief requested, including ACA's statement of the harm to business and the
federal and state governments as a result of the FCC's rule. I believe that the FCC should
not uphold an unsupportable and damaging regulatory interpretation that will encourage
the evasion and non-payment of debts by prohibiting the use of autodialers to telephone
consumers by way of their cell phones. To do so is contrary to the intent of Congress and
all prior rulings of the FCC between 1991 and 2003 concerning this issue.

I The TePA defines an autodialer as, "equipment which has the capacity to store or produce telephone numbers to be called, using a
random or sequential number generator; and to dial such numbers."

PHONE: 913-535-1000 PO. Box 70
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In the specific context of recovering payments, I use predictive dialers to complete
transactions for which consumers have obtained a benefit, without payment. They are
not used - nor do they have the capacity to be used - to randomly solicit customers to
make purchases or advertise goods. In fact, autodialer technology is the most accurate
way for me to call consumers about their past due payment obligations. Autodialers
increase the accuracy of dialed numbers and also restrict calls to the permitted calling
times in the time zone of the consumer.

If the FCC's 2003 regulatory definition of autodialer is allowed to stand, creditors and
their debt collection agents face the devastating loss of an essential technological tool,
namely the autodialer. It cannot be overstated that autodialer technology is directly or
indirectly responsible for returning tens of billions of dollars each year to the U.S.
economy. Banning their use in this limited context would not only be inconsistent with
Congress' intent, but it would be an unconscionable interference with creditors' ability to
request payment from its own customers. Additionally, one of the largest creditors in the
United States is the federal government. If the FCC does not clarify that the autodialer
prohibition does not apply to those making calls to collect past due payment obligations,
the federal government will be forced to discontinue its use of autodialers to recover past
due payment obligations from tax payers. Such a result would be devastating to the
federal government, including the FCC, Department of the Treasury, Department of
Education and the Internal Revenue Service and cause all citizens who lawfully pay their
federal taxes and other payments owed to the federal government to suffer substantial
harm.

The TCPA was enacted to protect consumers from unsolicited advertisements and
telemarketing calls. The TCPA's prohibition against the use of autodialers to contact
consumers by way of their cell phones was specifically intended to protect consumers
from incurring charges as a result of unwarranted telemarketing calls being made to their
wireless phones about products or services to be purchased in the future. There was
never any intention on the part of Congress to prohibit creditors and their retained
collection agencies from being able to contact consumers on their wireless phones about
a past due payment obligation for goods and services already purchased and received.

Moreover, wireless phone usage has grown exponentially since 1991 when the TCPA
was enacted. Today, more than one out of every five Americans under the age of 35 does
not have a landline phone and instead uses a wireless phone as their exclusive means of
telephonic communication. If allowed to stand, the long-term consequences of the FCC's
decision are foreboding at best.

As it stands today, my business, along with thousands of others, face serious financial
hardship due to the FCC's regulatory reversal. The FCC's rule needlessly subjects us to
federal enforcement and private litigation, even though Congress never intended such an
outcome.

For these reasons, the FCC should promptly claritY that autodialer calls to wireless
numbers solely to recover payment obligations are not covered by the TCPA regulations
for the reasons expressed by ACA.
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Sincerely,

Darrin W. Brown
Vice President
AIR Receivable Management Services.

cc: ACA International
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